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REMARKS 

This patent application presently includes Claims 1-19, of which Claims 5-8 have been 
withdrawn from further consideration as based on a non-elected invention and Claims 1-4 and 19 
are rejected. All rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Claims 1-4 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by Feigel et al., U.S. 
Patent No. 4,841,186. This rejection is respectfully traversed. Feigel does not teach or suggest the 
present invention. 

One distinguishing feature of the present invention is that, while the stator elements are 
axially stacked and rotationally offset, the angular offset between adjacent rotor blocks is equivalent 
to 1/3 of a pulsation period of the cogging torque generated by the rotor and stator. While the 
examiner has found the basic structure in Feigel, his conclusion as to the amount of the offset is 
merely stated as a bald assertion. That is, there is not the slightest prior art support for that 
structural feature. In fact, the present applicant believes that the feature is not inherent to the 
structure in Feigel, and there is not the slightest suggestion in Feigel to the contrary. 

Accordingly, the appUcant calls upon the examiner to support his position with some 
prior art teaching or suggesting the claimed angular offset. It may be that the examiner reached the 
conclusion as to inherency based upon facts within his personal knowledge. If that is the case, the 
applicant calls upon the examiner to support this rejection by a personal affidavit as required by 37 
C.F.R §1. 104(d)(2), which will be subject contradiction or explanation by the affidavits of 
appropriate experts, hi the absence of additional prior art or the examiner's affidavit, the examiner 
has not made out a proper rejection and should withdraw the same. 

Claim 19 was rejected under 37 C.F.R §103(a) as obvious over Feigel et al. in view of 
Dokonal et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,380,654. This rejection is respectfully traversed. Neither 
reference nor the combination thereof renders the present claim obvious. 
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This rejection depends upon Feigel as the primary reference and cites Dokonal only for 



the alleged disclosure that the rotor has magnets produced by magnetizing the rotor by using the 
stator as a magnetic yoke after assembly. In other words, Dokonal adds nothing to Feigel in terms 
of the fundamental structure discussed above and claimed in independent Claim 1. Accordingly, 
this rejection must fail, because the examiner has not made out a prima facie case of obviousness in 
the absence of documentary evidence showing the angular offset set forth in the claim. This 
rejection should be withdrawn. 

In view of the foregoing, it is believed that all claims presently under examination are in 
condition for allowance and their allowance is respectfully solicited. 



condition for allowance. It is therefore earnestly requested that the application, as a whole, receive 
favorable reconsideration and that all of the claims be allowed as presently constituted. Should 
there remain any unanswered questions, the examiner is requested to call the applicant's 
undersigned attomey at the telephone number given below. 



Applicant's attomey has made every effort to demonstrate that this patent application in 
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